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ADVERTISEMENT, 


H K following LETTER, in Reply 

to the Rev. Mr. Toulmin' s De- 
es of the intended Declaration, was 
ready for the preſs in F ebruary, 1774, and 
deſigned to appear early in the ſpring; 
but as the Committee of Diſſenting Mi- 
niſters in London declined an application 
to parliament during that ſeſſion; and, as 
it was doubted by many, whether they 
would renew the affair again upon their 
former ground, it was thought proper, at 
leaſt, to delay this publication; and the 
rather, ſince the writer was not at all de- 
ſirous of refuting arguments, which, for 
any thing he could then tell, might not be 
further urged. But ſince that time, Mr. 


Toulmin' $ pamphlet having been privately 
5 A 2 diſ- 


(# ) 

diſtributed. among miniſters in the coun- 
try, by the friends of the late applications to 
Parliament, and recommended as contain- 

ing a full anſwer to thoſe objections which 
had been raiſed againſt the new fubſerip- 
tron, ſome notice of that performance is, 
on theſe accounts, become neceſſary—eſpe- 
cially as the deſign of an application to 
Parliament is now renewed, and the in- 
tended Declaration i not yet given up. The 
following remarks, therefore, are humbly 
ſubmitted to the conſideration of thoſe 
who are intereſted in this affair; ; and 
ſhould they, in any one circuraſtance, ſet 
the nature of religious liberty in a clearer 
light, the author will be happy; ſhould 
they contribute, in the ſmalleſt degree, 
towards the acquiſition of ſo great a bleſſ- 
ing, he will be ſtill happier ; in all events, 
he will enjoy the ſatisfaction of having 

uſed his beſt efforts, how feeble ſoever they 


may have been, for the attainment of theſe 
great ends. 25 
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Rey. Ma. PIC K A R D, 


CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE OF 
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APPOINTED BY THEIR BRETHREN IN 
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Reverend Sin, 


- DOUBT not, but that as a fair and 

equal judge, you will attentively conſider 
my reply to the objections raiſed againſt my 
former arguments in ſupport of genuine Pro- 
teftantiſm; and more eſpecially to thoſe urged 
by the Rev. Mr. Toulmin, in his Defence of 
your intended religious ſubſcription. It ſhall 
be my endeavour to uſe all poſſible brevity, and 
to avoid every circumſtance that does not be- 
long to the queſtion in diſpute. 

The Declaration, intended as a new e 
teft, runs in the following terms: I, A. B. do 
declare, as in the preſence of Almighty God, 
that I am a Chriſtian and a Proteſtant: and 
— that as ſuch, I do receive the revelation of 
l AS: r 


SE 
ce the will of God, contained in the Scriptures 

** of the Old and New Teſtament, as s the rule 
of my faith and practice.“ 

„The matter of this Deckiation.” we are 

told, is ſuch as no Chriſtian will diſpute or 
object to.” I have ſome doubts concerning 
the truth of this aſſertion. Are all Chriſtians 
Proteſtants ? If ſo, why that diſtinction? and 
for what reaſon are theſe terms inſerted, and 4 
Proteſtant? But if all are not, ſome Chriſtians 
then, I ſuppoſe, will object to the matter of the 
Declaration. Is this new teſt to ſuperſede the 
oath of allegiance, and other compliances en- 
joined by the act of toleration, as well as a 
ſubſcription to the Articles of the Church of 
England? If not, a declaration of Chriſtianity 
would ſurely have been ſufficient, without ſay- 
ing any thing of Proteſtantiſm, But theſe, 
with ſome other points, which relate to the 
meaning of the Declaration itſelf, I wave, to 

avoid the appearance of captiouſneſs. They 

are indeed things of but inferior moment. 

It would be injurious, not to ſay, that many 
who can yet conſcientiouſly comply with this 
Declaration, do acknowledge, * that abſolute 
* liberty in the affairs of religion belongs to 
e us as reaſonable creatures that no penal 

laws ſhould be enacted, which have religion 5 
* for their obje&—that. religjony! In every. form 
e of 


— 
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of it, · in which it is conſiſtent with the ſafety 
of the ſtate, has an unlimited title to indul- 
gence—that liberty of conſcience ought not 
_ © tobe confined to Chriſtianity—and that the 
< magiſtrate has not, properly and ſtrictly 
* ſpeaking, a right to interpoſe in religious 
matters, ſo as to lay any reſtraint, or preſcribe 
any. teſt, to thoſe who behave as peaceable 
_ © ſubjects.” 
queſtion. then 2 us, Sir, is this, 
Whether the making and ſubſcribing the pro- 
poſed Declaration under the ſanction of penalties, 
be repugnant to theſe ſentiments? - Whether 
it be an acknowledgment of the magiſtrateꝰs 
authority in things merely religious, and a de- 

parture from our avowed and juſt principles as 
Proteſtant Nonconformiſts? My own judgment 
and conſcience anſwer in the affirmative; but 
the Rev. Mr. Toulmin, in his Defence of your 
Declaration, 1s of a dontrary mind. As for 
5 . ys he, according to __ preſent 
view of the ſubject, it appears to me, that it 
is not.” And in defence of this opinion, he 
urges the following arguments, as ſufficient to 
vindicate a compliance with the propoſed teſt, 
and to prove the lawfulneſs of ſuch ſubſcrip- 

tion; that a ſubmiſſion to the requiſition of 
1  *ſuperior, who has us in his power, is not 
always an acknowledgment, ora wen allows 
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© ance of his right—that the confeſſion, in the 


e caſe before us, ſeems juſtified by the exam. 


* ples and precepts of ſcripture—and that it is 
certainly recommended by prudence, and en- 
“forced by the neceſſity of the caſe.” Theſe 
reaſons, together with the examples alledged i in 
their fo ſhall be diſtinctly examined. 

There is, Sir, without doubt, a very great 
difference in ſome caſes, between ſubmiſſion to 
the magiſtrate's authority, and an acknowledg- 
ment of his right; the inſtance which Mr. 
Toulmin has given us in his fifty-ſeventh page, 
is a ſufficient proof of this. Many a worthy 
perſon has ſubmitted to an unjuſt ſeizure of his 
goods, without ever being once ſuppoſed to 
acknowledge the oppreſſbr's. right. But this 
diſtinction can have no force at all in things 
merely religious, or in what relates to the rea- 
ſon and conſciences of men. Becauſe our bo- 
dies, goods, or eſtates, may all fall into the 


magiſtrate's power, contrary to our own incli- 
nation, and without any fault in us; but the 


mind and judgment can never fall into his 
power. Nor can a ſubmiſſion, in this caſe, be 


even profeſſed, without our own confert, or with- 


out a crime in us. For it is not poſſible in the 
nature of things, that any one ſhould controul 
or influence our reaſon and conſciences, with- 
out our own approbation, er contrary to our 
| real 


n 
real judgment and perſuaſion. In this reſpect, 
we never can be in the magiſtrate's power; no, 
not even in appearance, without our own volun- 
tary act. Here then, the diſtinction between a 
ſubmiſſion to the magiſtrate's demands and 
the acknowledgment of his right utterly fails, 
Becauſe in this caſe, there can be no other ſub. 
miſſion than what is voluntary, than what is an 

acknowledgment of right ; and, therefore, a 
diſavowal of that abſolute liberty, in the affairs 
of religion, which, it is juſtly obſerved by many 
of your friends, belongs to us, as reaſonable 
creatures. 

We will ſuppoſe alſo, that our bodies are 
really in the magiſtrate's poſſeſſion, and our 
lives at his diſpoſal, Now, we have an un- 
doubted right to ſurrender either a part or the 
whole of our effects, to ſave our lives, or to 
obtain a releaſe from the © zortures of the rack,” 
or to procure our enlargement, even though it 

be well known, that the magiſtrate's dende 
are altogether unjuſt; becauſe the proper uſe 
and deſign of our effects is for the preſervation 
and defence of our lives, of our liberty, and bodi- 
ly health. But we have no right to make a ſur- 
render of our judgment, of our conſciences, and 
integrity, either to ſecure our effects, or to pre- 
ſerve our bodies from pain, or to ſave even life 
(ſelf, And beſides, to give up our judgment 
age 0 


( 48.9 | 
to. the diſpoſal of another, as hath been ob. 
ſerved, is not in our power; to attempt it, in 
this caſe, is the higheſt reſiſtance that can be 
made to the authority of God, and to thoſe im- 
mutable laws of nature, which he has wiſely or. 
dained. Here again, therefore, the diſtinction 
between giving 1 in a detail of our EOS In 
* what they conſiſt, and where they lie,” ir 
order to obtain liberty; and the 3 
ment of right i in thoſe Who make ſuch unjuſt 
demands, "mak likewiſe - utterly fail: becauſe 
we have a right to give up our effects, i in order 
to ſave life, or to procure our enlargement; 
but we have no right to depart from our judg. 
ment and conſciences, even for theſe purpoſes, 
On no other principle can we ever vindicate 
chat exhortation of our Lord: And I ſy 
* unto you, my friends, be not afraid of them 
8 chat kill the body, and after that have 10 
more, that they can do. But I will fore. 
* warn you whom you ſhall fear. Fear him, 
3 after, he hath killed, hath power to 
e .caſt into bell ; yea, I ſay ynto you, fear 
< him.“ On no other principle can we vindi. 
cate the conduct of the holy. apoſtles and mat 
tyrs, wha underwent all. manner of tortures and 
deaths, rather than depart from their judgment 
and conſciences. Nor can the diſſent of the 
Church of England ben that of ROWE, or oul 


1 * oi 


( #3 3 
own diſſent from the Church of England, be 
vindicated on any other principle. 

Now, if the diſtinction between a ſubmiſſion 
to the magiſtrate's authority, and the acknow- 
jedgment of his right, be in the buſineſs of re- 
ligion 'fallacious and invalid, ſuch alſo muſt 
thoſe examples be, which are urged in its de- 
fence. However, they ſhall be conſidered one 
by one. The firſt is that of paying tithes. 
© Numbers,” we are told, ſubmit to the 
law, in this reſpe&, whoſe compliance can by 
: N be deemed a tacit approbation of 

* it, or an acknowledgment of the migrate" $ 
* right to enact this law,” 


Tithes, when fipſt eſtabliſhed among Chitin 


ſtates, were thought a very great hardſhip, as 
is evident from the manner in which they were 
introduced from the ſevere laws which ancient- 
ly. enjoined their payment—and from the pious 
frauds made uſe of, both here and on the conti- 
nent, in order to prevail with. the people, to 
conſider them as a Chriſtian duty, as well as 
an injunction of the ſtate. But they cannot well 
be looked on now as an oppreſſion; length of 
time has taken away the cauſes of reaſonable 
complaint, ſome circumſtances excepted, which 
affect the landholders only, and which are not 
at all of a religious nature. There is not a 

family in the kingdom, which has any legal 
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and Juſt right to more than nine parts of thofs 


eftates that pay tithes. . Not more than nine 
parts of fuch eſtates are ever purchaſed, . And 
no Diſſenter, I ſuppoſe, will attempt to prove, 
that the lands which he now - poſſeſſes have 
been in his family ever fince the days of A}. 
fred, or his fon Edward. To refuſe tithes, 
would be to uſurp a property which is not our 
own, and to which we can have no juſt claim; 
and would be equally inconſiſtent with our 
common notions of right and wrong, and with 


the acknowledged principles of every, civil go 


vernment. 
Tithes, among Chriſtians, were originally, 


and ſtill are, a mere civil appointment. They 
were at firſt applied, not only to the ſupport of 
the clergy, but alſo to the maintenance of the 


poor. Through various circumſtances, a con- 
ſiderable part of them has now become private 
property, in the poſſeſſion of the laity, nay in 
the hands even of Diſſenters themſelves, who 


receive them without ſcruple, as the juſt and 


lawful fruits of their eſtates. And ſhould the 
government think fit to aboliſh tithes, and ſub- 
ſtitute in their room ſomething elſe, which 
might be thought more advantageous to the 
public, and . ſuited to the office of a 
Chriſtian miniſter, there would be, in this caſe, 
no alteration either in the principles or mode of 

rell- 


( 15 ) 
religion; nor would any thing be done, contrary 
to the law of nature, or the Chriſtian faith, 


wrong purpoſes, that is not our fault, nor any 
reaſon why we ſhould refuſe to pay them. 


On this very principle our great maſter him- 
ſelf, when his adverſaries ſought an occaſion 


againſt him, by an inſidious queſtion con- 
cerning the ſubject of tribute, recommended 
the payment of it to the Romans, without 


eyer once enquiring, whether ſome part of 
that money might not be applied to idolatrous 


not ſometimes the caſe ? For whatever en- 
dowments the colleges and ſodalities of prieſts 
among the Romans might have, yet the ex- 
pences of a ſupplication for fifteen or twenty 
days, and of a trinmph, were beyond all 
doubt, paid out of the public treaſury ; as 
theſe were extraordinary ſolemnities, under- 
taken at the expreſs command of the ſtate. 
To urge the payment of tithes, therefore, as 

an inſtance herein we ſubmit to the magiſ- 
frate's authority, without acknowledging his 
right, ought to have been carefully avoided, 
for various reaſons. 

The next caſe, Sir, © which, in the : judg- 
"2 ment 


The legiſlature hath an undoubted right 
to appoint ſuch taxes, as are neceſſary to 
ſupport the ſtate. If they apply theſe to 


purpoſes. And who can ſay that this was 


(6) 

"4 ment of your friend, ſeems to come nearer 
_ the point in hand, is that of regiſtering 
places of public worſhip, eſpecially as thoſe 
15 aſſemble in them, when Wee, are 
* not entitled to the benefit of the Toleration 
* « kt. if they refuſe, when called to it, to 

* take the oaths of . abr and allegiance, 

And to abjarePopery” 7 © 

The regiſtering 'of places for public v wor. 
ſhip can never be conſidered as a religious 


ce; 


akt, in any ſenſe. The government, as guar: 
dans of the commonwealth, ought” to be 


3 


acquainted with what intention £ every public 
building, or place of reſort, is opened; not 


that they may give abſolute inſtructions con. 


cerning what is to be ſaid, and how every 
thing is to be done, there; but that they 
may ave an opportunity of knowing whether 
any thing be ſaid or done, which is inconſiſtent 
with the mutual rights and welfare of ſociety, 
and whether they, who aſſemble there, be in 
any caſe unlawfully, interrupted. . - But. ſurely, 
there 1s nothing in all Sls which gan be Juſth 


ligious ſubſcriptions 7 the euer of 


1 


79 | 
human penalries ! 5 . 


As for the oaths of ** _ ſupre 
macy, there is nothing f in them, that gives 
even the moſt diſtang hint of the magiſtrate 

authority 


1 K 17 
authority in the buſineſs of religion. There 
can be no reaſon for aſſigning theſe as examples 

of this kind, unleſs it be to render the ſub- 
ject of religious liberty obſcure and per- 
plexed; the doing of which, it behoves 
2 of all e to avoid moſt 
* | 

What your fridind means Ty abjuring Popery, 
I can not politively determine; this matter, 
therefore, muſt be left. for his own future 
explanation. I remember the following very 
cautious paſſage wem your learned colleague 
Dr. Furneaux. Oaths to the government 
* indeed; ſuch as the oath of allegiance, 
which is inconſiſtent with all fifth-monar- 

chy principles; and the oath of ſupre- 
* macy, which is alike inconſiſtent with any 
foreign juriſdiction, may be a ſecurity to 
the ſtate : and to theſe no one can object. 
** But a declaration of believing controverted 
religious articles, can, in its own nature, 
e be none, So that whether any ſuch de- 
* claration, or ſubſcription, be required by 
law or not; I think, the ſafety of the ſtate 
* 1s not at all intereſted in, or affected by 
it.“ I would hope, therefore, that Mr. 
Toulmin, by abjuring Popery does not allude 
to any © declaration of believing contreverted 

religious articles —if he does, chat! is an un- 


B happy 
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happy circumſtance indeed for your own 
cauſe, and ought undoubtedly to be removed; 


ſince it never can be mentioned as an argu- 


ment of the ſufficiency of the intended bill, 
even for yourſelves, much leſs as a reaſon 
for their compliance, who reje& human au- 
thority in the buſineſs of religion. However, 
your friends, Sir, who beſt .underſtand the 
real deſign of their own terms, muſt deter- 
mine, whether there is any. tacit alluſion to 
ſome declaration of controverted points, which 
is ſtill to be continued; for this matter greatly 
affects their characters both as Chriſtians and 

Proteſtants, eſpecially as they have written 
ſo much againſt ſubſcribing controverted arti- 


_ ticles of faith; and moreover aſſign the re- 
moval of this very evil, as the great end of 


their applications to parliament. 

Ahe adminiſtering of oaths on the Bible, 
and the proving of wills in eccleſiaſtical 
* courts,” are next alledged as inſtances of ſub- 
miſſion to the civil powers in things merely 
religious ; but very unhappily, for no exam- 


ples could have been found, leſs to the pur- 


poſe. 
In the adminiſtration of oaths, the legiſla- 


ture, ſo far from enjoining any particular 
faith or mode of religion, chuſes to have men 
ſworn, by what they themſelves judge to be 
& jy "06 
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the moſt ſacred and binding on their con- 


ſciences. What magiſtrate would ſwear a 
Jew on the holy Goſpels? or a Mohamme- 
dan on the Bible? And what court of law 
objects to a Quaker's affirmation? or to 
that of the Moravians ? And if Proteſtant 


Diſſenters were to aſſure the Magiſtrate that 
an oath on the Bible alone is not binding 


upon them, and that nothing can tie their 
conſciences, in this caſe, unleſs they lift their 
hand to Heaven, and call to witneſs that 
God who created all things ; this would be- 
| come ever after the form of their oath. 
The probat of wills, is alſo entirely a 
civil matter; and abſolutely neceſſary, not for 
the ſettling of any man's faith, but for aſcer- 
taining the lawful ſucceſſion to thoſe eſtates, 
and the right of poſſeſſing thoſe effects, which 
| belonged to ſuch perſons as are deceaſed. 
And ſhould the legiſlature," inſtead of leaving 
this buſineſs in eccleſiaſtical hands, where it 
is at preſent, order it to be done ar the War 
or Navy Office, would it on that account, 
become of a military or marine ks ſurely 
not. 
It is indeed acknowledged, that © marriage, 
* though a civil contract, is required to be 
* performed as a religious ceremony, and 
| that according to the rites of the ENTIRE, 


9 2. church. 5 
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church.“ But this, ſo far dom being a 
reaſon why we ſhould ſubſcribe the propoſed 
Declaration, under the ſanction of penalties, 
is an unanſwerable objection againſt the ſuffi- 
ciency of the intended bill; as it not only 
leaves the difficulties of ſome Proteſtant Diſ. 
ſenters unprovided for, but paſſes by one 
caſe unnoticed, which affects them all, and 
for which other nonconformiſts have actually 
obtained redrels. . 

And beſides, a conformity to chis cere- 
mony can. ſcarcely be looked on as an 
inſtance of voluntary, much leſs, © of a ge- 
neral compliance,“ with the magiſtrate's in. 
troduction of his religion into civil affairs; 
but ſhould rather de bnd ed as an np 
only of preferring a leſſer to a greater evil, 
where both cannot be avoided. For the ob- 
ligations to marriage are not only numerous 
ane ſtrong, but likewiſe both of a civil and 
religious nature. To omit it, therefore, 
1 in ſome caſes, not only have its tem- 
pyral inconveniencies, but be a much greater 
violation of conſcience, than a compliance 
with the eſtabliſhed form of marriage. How- 
ever I agree with Mr. Toulmin, that the 
ceremony uled at preſent, on this occaſion, 
is very exceptionable, and could moſt heartily 
wilh, that ſome [En was applied to It, 

either 


J 

either by bringing the affair again into the 
hands of the civil magiſtrate, as was once 
done, or hy ſeeking the ſame kind of redreſs 
on this head, for thoſe who need it, as the 
legiſlature hath long ſince e to ſome 
other ccni. 

Upon the whole, Sir, the alen alledged by 
your friend make little for his purpoſe.” Moſt 
of them, as hath been ſhown, imply no ſub- 
miſſion to the magiſtrate, or to any aſſumed. 
power, in ſacred things. And from ſuch as 
do, we ought to be as much relieved, as 
from ſubſcription to human articles of faith, 

But Mr. Tou] min obſerves, that in theſe 
caſes before us, his mind can eaſily ſeparate 
'* between a compliance with authority, and 
* an acknowledgment of the reaſonableneſs 
and equity of that aſſumed power :? and he 
is ſo very obliging as to favour us with a 
rule or criterion, by which we may be ena- 
bled to do the ſame. © When the magiſtrate 
requires an aſſent to his creed, as the ground 
and condition of toleration,” there, he admits 
that compliance with his authority, is like- 
wiſe an acknowledgment of his right. But 
* when he requires our teſtimony to the truth 
of the ſcriptures, as the ground and condition 
of toleration,” this, it ſeems, © may be given 
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in obedience to his authority, without acknow- 


ledging his right to exact ſuch teſtimony.” 


Now. are we to conclude from this diſtinc- 
tion, that the ſcriptures are not the magiſ- 
trate's creed ? and that when he demands a 
declaration of our faith in their authority, 
he 1s not to' be ſuppoſed, as aſking our com- 
pliance with what he himſelf. believes? Let 
us conſider this matter ſomewhat more at- 
en 

If a ſubſcription at the magiſtinte's s man- 
date to thoſe truths, which are agreeable to 
our own views and ſentiments about the doc- 
trine of Chriſt, ** be really to ſet him up as 
a lawgiver and maſter in the church of 


** Chrift, either ſeparately, or in conjunction 


with ourſelves, in contradiction to his ex- 


"pres law, and in oppoſition to him, who 
is our ſole lawgiver and maſter ;*”” ſuch allo 


muſt a ſubſcription be, at the magiſtrate's 


requiſition, to the truth and authority of 


thoſe ſcriptures which, in our own opinion, 


are divine. Nor muſt we even ſuppoſe, in 
either caſe, that the magiſtrate aſks our com- 
pliance with what is not his own creed ; 
neithet will he allow, that the reaſons upon 
which his own faith is grounded, may not be 
 Jupecient to command our aſſent, For if that 

| Were 
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were the magiſtrate's opinion, he would not 
require our belief r | * ſanction of 
penalties. 

If it be objected, thats men are not han 
what doctrines are contained in the ſcriptures, 
and that for this reaſon, no public ſtandard 
of faith can be enforced under the ſanction of 
penal laws, without very great injuſtice, ſince 
no one ought to determine what another ſhall 

believe; I anſwer, that men are not agreed, 
what books are of divine authority, and that 
for this reaſon, no public canon of ſcripture 
can be enforced under the ſanction of penal- 
ties, without very great injuſtice ; becauſe no 
body of men can have a right to determine 
what others ſhall believe to be holy ſcripture, 
and to contain the mind and will of God; 
ſince every one, in a matter of ſuch impor- 
tance, ought to judge for himſelf, according 
to that light which God ſhall give him, in- 
dependent of all human authority. If no one 
has a right to determine, what are the doc- 
trines and terms of Chriſt's law, and to enforce 
their obſervance, but Chriſt himſelf; no one 
ſurely, can have a right to determine what is 
that very lat itſelf, and to enforce its authority, 
but Chriſt alone. The magiſtrate's deciſions 
concerning what is the word of God, are as much 
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human, as his explanations of the Goſpel can 
be. They are alike diftated by man's 
“judgment, and both perhaps founded on 
* ignorance; neither confirmed by any divine 
<* atteſtations, but ſupported merely by human 

* power and authority.” And a declaration 
of faith in thoſe ſcriptures which the magiſ- 
trate determines to be divine, 1s as much 
an aſſent to his creed, as a ſubſcription to 
explanatory articles. Mr. Toulmin's rule, 
therefore, is nothing but a mere ee 
without a difference. 

Thus, Sir, your friends are ſtill on the 
ſame enchanted ground, ſtill within the ſame 
magic circle, out of which, they know not 
how to eſcape. I could wiſh to ſee them 
fairly diſintangled; and therefore hope, that for 
their own ſakes, they will never attempt any 
more, to vindicate religious ſubſcriptions: 
for that eternal truth and reaſon which pre- 
ſides over the nature of man, has abſolutely 
forbidden all ſucceſs to the moſt laboured 
arguments that can be uſed, in ſupport of a 
an ſo intrinſically wrong. 

Having thus gone through the ſeveral caſes 
brought by your friend for the illuſtration of 
his ſubject, and ſhown, that meeting him on 
his own ground, and arguing from his own 

principles, 
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principles, his favourite diſtinction between 
ſubmiſſion to human authority, and the ar- 
knowledgment of it, is in the preſent buſi- 
neſs of no validity; I ſhall now, Sir, with” 
your leave, offer, in my turn, ſome caſes for 
his conſideration, which, if they do no more, 
will at the leaſt ſerve to acquit me of ule. 
rity, in ſuppoſing, that, in the controverſy 
between him and me, ſubmiſſion and acknow- 
ledgment muſt be underſtood as going toge- 
ther ; when it ſhall be ſeen how many perſons, 
of almoſt all ranks, have, in the like circum- 
ſtances, entertained the like ſentiments with 
myſelf. 1 

To begin with the celebrated Mr. Hamp- 
den. For what end did that great Patriot re- 
fuſe to pay ſhip- money? Was it on account 
of the paltry ſum aſſeſſed on his eſtate? No, 
Sir, he had no ſuch narrow views, but thought, 
in common with the reſt of the friends of li. 
berty in his time, and in all times ſince, that 
an acquieſcence in the payment would be an 
acknowledgment of the right ; and therefore 1 it 
was, that he would not Flt to it. 

The ſame reaſon has always governed one 
Honourable Houſe, whenever another has at- 
tempted what, in any view, how remote ſoever, 
could be conſidered as a money bill: how- 
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ever trivial the ſum, how inviting ſoever the 
end for which it was to be raiſed, they have 
always thrown it out with reſentment. And 
why ? Becauſe the ſuffering it to paſs through 
that Houſe would be an acknowledgment. of 
the other's right to commence ſuch a bill. 
To take another inſtance from the fame 
Houſe. 

When James the ſecond gab mn 
officers into his army, the Commons appre- 
hended, that for them to ſit down quietly un- 
der ſo notorious a breach of law, would have 
been an acknowledgment of the diſpenſing 
power by which he pretended to do it; they 
addreſſed the king, therefore, againſt it, but 
offered, at the ſame time, to indemnify ſuch 
diſqualified perſons as had taken commiſſions, 
from the penalties which they had incurred. 
Nay, the hiſtorian aſſures us, that they would 
have gone further, and qualified ſuch a num- 
ber of thoſe officers to ſerve in the army, as the 
king thought fit. But here James, in his 
turn, had his ſcruples. To give the royal 
aſſent to ſuch acts as theſe, would have been, he 
thought, a renunciation of his diſpenſing power; 
and, therefore, rather than they ſhould be 
tendered to him, he prorogued the parliament, 
I ſhall only trouble you, Sir, with one in- 

ſtance 
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ſtance more, which is indeed at Py. ſub- 
fiſting, 

The legiſlature imnvins laid a tax upon tea 
ſent to America, the Coloniſts oppoſed the 
landing of it, not from any objection which 
they have to that beverage, or becauſe they 
think it will, by reaſon of this tax, come into 
their families at too dear a rate (the ſmallneſs 
of the tax leaves no room for apprehenſions of 
this kind) but from their diſavowal of any right 
in the Britiſh parliament to tax them at all, 
and their perſuaſion, that in ſubmitting to pay 
the tax, they ſnould acknowledge the _ of 
parliament to lay it on. 

Whether their principles, in reſpect to the 
Britiſh legiſlature, are defenſible, or the mea- 
ſures which they have taken juſtifiable, is fo- 
reign to the queſtion before us; their ſenti- 
ments of the connection in the caſe, between 
ſubmiſſion and acknowledgment, are all with 
which we have to do; and theſe are ſufficient- 
ly evident, not with reſpect to the Coloniſts 
only, but on the part likewiſe of government; 
for, in this particular, they are of one mind. 
The Britiſh legiſlature inſiſt upon their right 
to tax the Colonies, and require no other ac- 
knowledgment of their claim, than a ſubmiſ- 
ſion to their acts of taxation. But let us ſup- 

poſe, 
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poſe, in this caſe, that, diſſiking the mode of 
gathering the tax, with ſome other accidental 
circumſtances which might attend it, they 
ſhould petition parliament to lay it on in a 
manner leſs exceptionable with regard to theſe 
things; would not all the world, would not 
even your Committee, have thought; that, by 
this method of proceeding, their diſavowal of 
the parliamentary _ of taxation was given 
up ? 

It -were to be wiſhed, Mi that not 
only Mr. Toulmin, but all your petitioning 
brethren, would beſtow a little conſideration 
on theſe caſes, which ſet forth the conduct of 
a great variety of men, from the king down 

to the tradeſman, in circumſtances not diſſi- 
milar to theirs ; exhibiting examples of minds 
open and ingenuous,. above ſubterfuges and 
over-nice diſtinctions, and which, though 
taken from among the laity, ſeem deſerving of 
notice by thoſe who miniſter in holy things. 
The above caſes clearly ſhow, that, with men 
of all ranks, actions ſpeak as intelligibly as 
words, and ſubmiſſion to an authority which is 
thought unlawful, is the ſame thing as ac- 
knowledging it to be lawful. 

But, to return now to Mr. Toulmin, who 
ventures to Hure us, that“ the Scripture pre- 

cepts 
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cepts and examples, to ſay the leaſt, look 
much in favour of the Declaration we are 
conſidering.” That is, if this aſſertion be 
of any force, the Scripture precepts and ex- 
amples look much in favour of a religious 
ſubſcription eſtabliſhed by human laws, as the 
condition on which we are to be releaſed from 

penalties, and allowed to preach the goſpel. 
To prove this will be no eaſy taſk, and, ſure- 
ly, a very "uncommon undertaking for a Diſ- 

ſenting Miniſter | 

The firſt Scripture precept leans in ſup- 
port of ſuch a declaration, is that contained in 
theſe important words of our Lord: Who- 
_ © ſever ſhall confeſs me before men, him will 
©] confeſs before my Father who is in 
e heaven.” Here the following queſtions 
naturally ariſe—What is meant by confeſſing 
Chriſt ? Did our Lord underſtand by it re- 
ligious ſubſcriptions ? Is it to be made be- 
fore civil magiſtrates only ? Was it, indeed, 
ordered as the means of eſcaping fines and pe- 
nalties ? or rather, is not this confeſſion a 
faithful adherence to the word and divine 
authority of Chriſt alone, in the midſt of perſe- 
cutions, before all the world, even gainſayers 
and oppoſers, notwithſtanding any civil pu- 
niſhments, which magiſtrates may inflict, or 
| any 
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any ſufferings from -men, which may be the 
conſequence? And does not our Lord, in 
that-very paſſage, command us, as the reaſon 
of this confeſſion, not to fear them which kill 
the body, but are not able to kill the ſoul ? 


How then is it poſſible, that a Declaration 


calculated for lime: ſerving purpoſes, and en- 
forced by human laws, ſhould receive any de- 
fence, or even countenance, from this confeſ- 
ſion of Chriſt aroxs. 

But we go on to the next precept that is 


mentioned. When they deliver you up, 


take no thought how, or what you ſhall | 
* ſpeak ; for it ſhall be given you in that 
e ſame hour, what you ſhall ſpeak.” In this 
paſſage, the Apoſtles were forbidden to uſe 
ſtudied harangues before the rulers, of this 
world, upon a promiſe of divine inſpiration, 
which ſhould be far ſuperior to human elo- 
quence and wiſdom. And, indeed, Mr. Toul- 
min himſelf confeſſes thus much. He cannot 
mean to apply it, therefore, to your ne De- 


claration, or to the modern vindications of a 


religious teſt with waich you have been lately 
favoured ; but only to the much better things 


which your friends would ſay before the ma- 


giſtrate, were they caught unprovided with a 
teſt to their own mind, and rhetorical addreſſes 
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dritten in their own defence. The truth of 
this would not be diſputed, could we admit 
the reality of their inſpiration; but that 
would not, I fear, be ſo eaſily granted. How- 
ever, I do not fee how it is poſſible to under- 
ſtand the application of this Scripture in any 
other ſenſe than what is here given. For the 
exhortation of Chriſt, when they deliver 
vou up, take no thought how, or what you 
ſhall ſpeak,” is a flat contradiction, both to 
the propoſed Declaration, and to the conduct 
of thoſe who wiſh to carry it into a law. It 
has now been the ſubject of three years enqui- 
ry among learned men, bor they ſhall ſpeak, 
and what they ſhall ſay before the civil magiſ- 
trate : and it ſtill remains doubtful, whether 
ſuch a ſpeech is yet contrived, as will be accept- 
able! Give me leave, Sir, to aſk, which is 
moſt conſiſtent with our character as Chriſ- 
tians, to make an agreement with the powers 
of this world, what anſwer ſhall be eſtabliſhed 
by law, with reſpect to our religious opinions, 
when we are brought before them—or to fol- 
low the injunctions of Holy Writ? We are 
ready, in all other reſpects, to obey every 
legal ordinance of man, but can call no Man 
on earth, maſter, in the buſineſs of religion, one 
being our maſter, even Chriſt who is in heaven. 
1 e The 
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The next paſſage alledged in SO of 


F to the ofcpoled Declaration, is 
: 9p: : Be always ready to give an anſwer to 


< Every, man - that aſketh Jon a reaſon of the 
hope that is in you.“ I ſhall take the 
liberty of adding the remaining part of this 


ſentente with meekneſs hos fear, having 


* a-good conſcience.” Now, many cannot 


ſubſcribe the propoſed Dll, as the con- 


dition of their being allowed to preach the 
Goſpel, conſiſtently with that fear and re- 
verence which they have for the one lawgiver, 


who is able to ſave and to deſtroy ; and there- 


fore not with a good conſcience. And beſides, 
the phraſe, © every man that aſketh you,” can- 
not well be reſtrained to civil magiſtrates ; nor 
do they, in this caſe, enquire at all for in. 
formarion, but upon maxims of authority. 


They do not aſk what you believe, but whe- 


ther or not you will now believe and ſubſcribe 
that creed, which they think fit to, enjoin: 
I ſuppoſe. that all genuine Proteſtants. are 
ready to give, to every one that aſketh them, 
a reaſon of their faith and hope; while they 
will refuſe, whatever be the conſequence, to 
obey the dictates of amy one who ſhall com- 
mand them what to believe, as Chriſtians. 


The opinion of Dr. Benſon can be of no 
weight, 


— 


* 
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x, 
weight, fot © his judgment is merely human.” 
The: application of his note, therefore, upon 
the words of St. Peter, as a reaſon for our 
2 with the Declaration, is neither 

a- propos nor pertinent.” 

Theſe texts, Sir, in my apprehenſion, 
* neither command, nor even allow us” to 
comply with religious ſubſcriptions under the 
ſanction of human penalties ; much leſs do 
they impower us to ſubmit the whole word of 
God to be enforced by man's authority, when- 
ever we ſhall think it requiſite for the preſer- 
vation of our goods, or to ſecure the liberties 
of our bodies. For theſe exhortations run 
perfectly in a general ſtrain—whether this 
confeſſion will expoſe us to penalties, or- 
* ſcreen us from them, is not the point, on- 

* which the propriety and duty of it turns.” 

The examples which are drawn from the 
Iz Teſtament, in favour of the Declaration, 

e © the behaviour of our divine Lord to- 

« the High Prieſt and Pontius Pilate,” 
and that of the apoſtle Paul before Felix:“ 
examples which are truly binding on all, and 
ſufficient to vindicate their conduct, who ad- 
here to the word of God, and to the dictates 
of conſcience, in oppoſition to any threatenings 
or puniſhments, that may be either denounced 

C or 
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6 alice by the powers of this world! 
But what countenance can they give to a2 
compromiſe with the civil magiſtrate, in order 
to eſcape puniſhments ; to a compliance with 
religious ſubſcriptions, eſtabliſhed and en- 
forced by the laws of men; and to the ad- 
miſſion of a human authority, that interferes 
with the divine authority of him, who is the 
only lawgiver and judge in what relates to our 
faith and conſciences? Is there any one cir- 
cumſtance that can be found, either in the 
behaviour of Chriſt, or of the apoſtle Paul, 
which bears the leaſt reſemblance to ſuch 
meaſures ? God forbid ! 
If indeed any man, or body of men, were 
called before a civil magiſtrate, and upon his 
adjuring them by the living God, to ſay, 
whether they refuſed a ſubmiſſion to his au- 
thority in the buſineſs of religion, and denied 
his right to enforce a belief of ſcripture by 
human penalties ? — and they ſhould anſwer 
In the affirmative; then truly they might be 
ſaid in this caſe, to imitate the example of 
our divine Lord. And if they ſhould like- 
wiſe add; © this we confeſs. unto thee, that 
© after the way which ſome men call hereſy, 
© ſo worſhip we the God of our Fathers, be- 
1 Lag, all things, which are written in the 
0. „ and the prophets, and the New Tel 
. * tament :* 
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* tamen * they might be juſtly ſaid alſo 
to follow, the example of the apoſtle Paul. 
What Mr. Toulmin obſerves concerning 
our Lord's refuſal to anſwer the many queſ- 
tions which Herod put to him, becauſe 
that prince did not preſerve even the exter- 


Bhs propriety and decorum of his character 
* as a judge,” ſeems to be trivial in itſelf 
and unguarded. Did Herod behave worſe 
than the High Prieſt? And ſuppoſing that 
he did forget himſelf, and. ſink below the 


| dignity of his character as a magiſtrate z did 


that ſtrip him of his legal right, to aſk ſuch 
queſtions as he thought neceſſary ? ſurely 
not; efpecially as our Lord, when in the 
preſence of Herod, was more properly coram 
judice, than when before Pilate. For he 
belonged to Herod's juriſdiction, and as ſoon 
as Pilate knew it, he ſent him to that magiſ- 
trate. And if Herod had aſked Chrift any 
queſtions on oath, he would without doubr, 
have anſwered him as a civil magiſtrate. 
Both our Lord and his Apoſtles, when 
brought before kings and rulers, nobly aſ- 
ſerted thoſe truths which came from Heaven, 
and bore a faithful witneſs to the mercy and 
goodneſs of God, that ſuch as heard them 


might believe. But they never ſubmitted the 
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Holy Scriptures to be enforced by the civil 
magiſtrate's authority; nor offered, at. his 
requiſition, to ſubſcribe thoſe ſacred truths 
which they preached to the world, in order to 
eſcape human puniſhments, and as the condi- 
tion of exerciſing that miniſtry, which they had 
received from God alone. By no means. For 
then, indeed, it might have been juſtly ſaid, 
that the Goſpel, like the Koran, was at firſt in- 
troduced and ſupported by the powers of this 
world; which would have become a ſtrong 
objection againſt its divine origin. But, hap- 
pily for us, the Chriſtian faith never ſought 
any other aid, nor 1s capable of any other ſup- 
port, than the Leavenly power and wiſdom of its 
author. 
To draw a parallel, therefore, between | 
the behaviour of the Apoſtles, and the 
conduct of thoſe who ſupport the intended 
bill, is, to ſay the leaſt of it, abſurd, and inju- 
rious to the memory of thoſe holy and inſpired 
men. It would be highly unjuſt in any writer, 
to inſinvate that the Apoſtles ſo far wiſhed for 
the indulgence and protection of civil magiſ- 
trates, as ſuch, that they would have readily 
entered into an agreement with them, and have 
ſubmitted the, Goſpel to be enforced by their 


authority, as the condition upon which they 
were 


1 | 


were to be exempted from penalties, and al- 
lowed to preach Chriſt to the world! I do 


not know, that even the enemies of Chriſtiani- 


ty ever ſuppoſed any thing of this nature. 
“So that on the whole, Sir, your caſe appears 
* far, very far, unlike that of the Apoſtles; 
and the conduct of your friends, in this bu- 
7 * ſineſs, ſeems not to bear the leaſt er 

* to their GREAT EXAMPLE.” “ 

But we are told, a compliance with the 
Declaration is dictated by prudence and the 
nature of our ſituation. Real prudence,” 
Mr, Toulmin acknowledges, * will never juſ- 

* tify us in doing what is in itſelf unlawful, 
** contrary. to the dictates of conſcience, or 
* oppoſite to the principles of revelation.” 
I do not ſay, Sir, that a compliance with the 
propoſed Declaration is, in your friends, con- 
trary to the dictates of their conſciences, and, 
in this reſpe&, unlawful for them : no. But 
thus much has been proved, and thus much I 
have a right to affirm, that the Declaration it- 
ſelf will be an acknowledgment of the magiſ- 
trate's authority in ſacred things a real depar- 
ture from thoſe maxims, which your friends 
have formerly avowed ; and directly oppoſite to 
the principles of revelation, But to ſhew 
how theſe things can be reconciled with Pru- 

n dence, 
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dence, lies upon the advocates of the De. 
claration. 

There is not a Difleating Miniſter, [ke 
ever called in queſtion your right to procure 
liberty for yourſelves and ſecurity for your 
own perſons. But many Diſſenting Miniſters 
juſtly doubt, whether you are ſufficiently au- 

| thorized, either by the laws of God or man, to 
propoſe to the e ſuch meaſures as in- 
terfere with other men's conſciences, and which 
may deprive your neighbours of that very liber- 
ty which you claim for yourſelves.” If the civil 
magiſtrate ought not to compel you to a re- 
ligious ſubſcription, with which you cannot 
comply, without giving up your integrity; 
neither ought you to be the means of obliging 
your brethren to a religious ſubſcription, 
which, if complied with, muſt be a violation 
of their conſciences. Such meaſures, all 
things conſidered, may, perhaps, be pruden 
in your opinion; but they are not-ſafe for 
many of your brethren, And you know, Sir, 
that © we none of us chuſe to be left in ſuch 
circumſtances as expoſe us to danger.” | 

1 might, Sir, enquire alſo, how far prudence 
will vindicate your friends in ſubmitting the 
Holy Scriptures to be enforced by man's 
cans under the ſanction of human pe- 
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nalties ; but 1 ſhall content myſelf with the 
opinion of one of your own body, concernin g 
this matter, without being ſuppoſed to adopt 
every circumſtance coritdined m it; the lead- 
ing article is ſufficient for my purpoſe. If 
„ Chriſtianity is of God,” ſays the great Dr. 
Price, * we may be ſure that it will bear any 

trial, and in the end prevail. The civil 

„ ought not to interpoſe in the de- 
* fence of truth, till it has appeared that he is 
a competent judge of truth, This, certain- 
* ly, he is not. On the contrary, univerſal 
* experience has hitherto proved him one of 

* its worſt enemies*. Nothing can be more 
* diſgraceful to the Chriſtian religion, than to 
i * ſuppoſe that it needs ſuch aſſiſtance. Were 
* this true, it would of fp no means be worth 
9 * defending,” 

But, as prudence, taking the We in its beſt 
and moſt enlarged ſenſe, does not dictate, ſo 
neither does the nature of your ſituation render 


. Dr. Price, at ſome future opportunity, may, per- 
haps, ſee reaſon to correct his language. The civil ma- 
giſtrate, ſimply conſidered, is an enemy to no truth; and 
though particular perſons, under this character, have de- 
viated into meaſures which belong not to their office, 
yet magiſtracy itſelf ought not to be cenſured on that ac- 
count; which diſtinction is not ſo carefully obſerved i in, 
the above paſſage as might be wiſhed, 
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abſoluttly neceſſary, ſuch a Declaration as 
that which is propoſed, It is not poſſible, 
that you ſhould derive one argument from 
this conſideration, but what will be much 
ſtronger in defence of your oppoſing brethren. 
You are not, even now, in ſo precarious a con- 
dition as that which you recommend to them. 
But, it ſeems, you are willing to leave us the 
dull virtue of a ſtupid contentment ; nay, and 
even to allow us a ſuperior claim to that gene- 
roſity which does not ſuit your own affairs. 
For! it is ſaid, Even ſuppoſing, that one out 

* of ten cannot conſcientiouſly make this De- 
© claration, yet if the other nine can comply, 
and will be placed by it out of the reach of 
e unrighteous laws, and be freed from fear and 

danger, —are not the ſecurity and repoſe of 
theſe nine to be ſought, eſpecially when the 
_ tenth perſon will not be brought into a ſitu- 
ation more hazardous than that in which he 
| was. before? Even from him whoſe con- 
ſcience is ſo tender, and conſequently more 
ſuſceptible of every humane and benevolent 
impreſſion, one would expect generous wiſhes 
and generous endeavours for the ſafety of his 
nine brethren. He would not have a deſire, 
that their more general benefit ſhould be la- 
| crificed to his ſeruples. A 
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It would be rude, Sir, not to thank Mr. 
Toulmin for his preſent compliment, and for 
the delicate hint, with which it is. cloſed: 
But the continuance of his applauſe muſt not 
be purchaſed at too dear a rate. However, 
rather than give any offence, I beg leave to 
anſwer in his own language; for on this c- 
caſion it becomes excellent and full to the 
purpoſe. When we conſider your intended 
bill, * we find the magiſtrate inveſted with 
= power. over us, that, if exerted,, would 
* © be highly oppreſſive and ruinous ; we find 
9 « ourſelves 1 in a ſituation, that in ſome future 
period may prove very perilous, and at no 
* ſeaſon can be agreeable to a GENEROUS 
* MIND: now if we can prevail with”. our 
brethren to regard in part our ſafety, as well 
as their own; © if we can render our ſituation 
more eaſy and ſecure, certainly theſe are 
objects too deſireable, to be lightly given 
© up.” Tou, Sir, cannot blame us for 
this. We have not a wiſh, that the more 
general benefit of your friends, ſhould be 
ſaerificed to our ſcruples. By no means. Nor, 
on the other hand, can we be ſo fooliſn, as to 
deſire that our own conſciences and liberty 
ſhould be ſacrificed to the ſelfiſhneſs of other 
men. And beſides, the more ſuſceptible we 
| are 


is 
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are of humane and benevolent impreſſions, the 
more muſt we feel for thoſe, who ſhall be 
left in the ſame unhappy circumſtances with 
ourſelves, when deſerted by their ancient 
allies, and given up without "remorſe, to a 
fituation abundantly more hazardous, as hath 
been ſhown elſewhere +, than that in which 
they find themſelves at preſent, 

Mr. Toulmin's account of your numbers, 
ſeems liable to great exceptions. To ſpeak 
of nine out of ten, either among Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, or their miniſters, as approving 
the intended Declaration, is ſurely a miſtaken 
repreſentation, if there ever was one. Whence 
this gentleman had his information, I know 

ot; but admitting it, for the ſake of argu- 
ment; will this juſtify the meaſures here 
cenſured ? The Catalans were fewer in pro- 
portion to the reſt of the confederates againſt 
the houſe of Bourbon, in our queen Anne's 
reign ; yet who does not ſpeak with deteſta- 
tion of the total neglect of their intereſts, and 
the baſe deſertion of their cauſe, at the peace 
of Utrecht? And, after their ſituation ' was 
become abundantly more grievous by the re- 
ſentment of their enemies for their paſt ſtruggles 
in the cauſe of liberty, would they not have 
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+ In * Third Letter. | 
| thought, 
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thought, that inſult had been added to injury, if, 
at that time, they had been deſired to fit down 
contented - under the tyranny of their old 
maſters, comforting themſelves - with this 
conſideration, ſo becoming oENEROUS MINDS ; 
* that whatever their own ſufferings were, 
** the reſt of the confederates were 1 dawn 
*© benefited by the peace ?? 

It would, Sir, have been no heey to your 
cauſe, had your friends acted towards their 
diffatisfied brethren with a little more at- 
tention and reſpect. For, ſurely, it ill be- 
comes Diſſenting Miniſters, who have ſo long 
profeſſed liberality of ſentiment, and who 
would be thought at leaſt, the advocates of 
yore. to treat the pleas of a © tender con- 

6 [rjence” with ridicule and contempt, to brand 
them with the name of ſcruples, and to ſpeak 
of them as not worthy of regard, even while 
they are claiming the rights of conſcience for 
themſelves. I take Re” opportunity of aſſert- 
ing 1 in behalf of many of my brethren, from 
my. own certain knowledge, that they do not 
oppoſe. your intended bill from obſtinacy of 
mind, or caprice, or diſguſt, or prejudice; 
that they pay a moſt, ſacred regard to the 
EQUAL Tights of conſcience; that they as ar- 
dently wiſh for legal protection in the diſ- 

charge 
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charge of that miniſtry -which they exerciſe 


under the authority of Chriſt alone, as you 
can do; but that withal, they look upon 
chemietves as under obligations, both from the 


laws of nature and of revealed religion, never 
to purſue thoſe meaſures for their own ſecu- 
rity, which muſt entail bondage upon their 
neighbours, , and leave them without all 
proſpect of redreſs. Eo 

Thus, Sir, in my former letters I have 
fully explained, and in the preſent attempted 
to vindicate, my ſentiments concerning your 
new religious teſt; and if they be thought 


ſuch as render me a fit ſubject of ridicule, I 


ſhall be well contented to be laughed at for, 
but not out of, them!; ſince they have, at 


leaft in my own opinion, their foundation in 
human nature and in true Chriſtianity. You 


and your friends will, as you have an undoubted 
right, follow your own judgment; and, I 
hope, without doing any thing that may de- 
prive your neighbours of the ſame liberty— 
without diſguiſing your opinions from the world 
and without concealing your real conduct 


from your diſtant brethren, when the rights 


of their conſciences may be affected by it. 


* It is,” ſays Mr. Toulmin, © a juſt and 


- commendable * of a prudent man's 
8 eee ee — © wiſhes 
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* Wide and purſuits, that it may not be i in 
** the power of others to abridge his rights; 
* and that, if laws are in being which threaten | 
* his liberty and ſecurity, they may not be 
« forgotten merely through the lenity of the 
* times, but repealed and aboliſhed, In 
this view,” he adds, the end of our appli- 
cation was deſireable and 1 important. ? Your 
HE! brethren cannot have a more 
ſufficient reaſon in ſupport of their oppoſition 
to your meaſures, than this very confeſſion 
of your friend; nor can their real wiſhes be 
expreſſed in more full and deciſive language: 
but you know, Sir, that it was not the end 
of your application, to repeal and aboliſh thoſe = 
laws which threaten our liberty and ſecurity - 
as Proteſtant nonconformiſts you only pro- 
poſed new conditions of exemption from the 
old penalties; you never aſked the repeal of 
one law, the aboliſhing of one fine, or even 
the mitigation of one puniſhment ; they were 
all to remain in their full force againſt ſuch 
as could not comply with ybur new teſt. I ap- 
peal, Sir, to you and td your colleagues, 
' whether theſe are not facts, 'and alſo, whether 
they are not honeſtly: ſtated ? For ſince it never 
can be wanted in the cauſe of truth, ſo it 
would giye me the greateſt uneaſineſs, to be 
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found in any reſpect, * invidiouſly. reflecting 


upon, or unfairly repreſenting the ſenti- 
ments and conduct of others. 

Many of your friends, I have not the 
teaſt doubt, entertain as exalted ideas con- 
cerning religious liberty, as their oppoſing 
brethren. The ſubject of difference between 
them, reſpects the means of obtaining this 


bleſſing, and the propriety and juſtice of 


thoſe terms, which are offered as the con- 
dition of our temporal ſecurity and protection. 
In the purſuit of which important object, I 


am as ſenſible as Mr. Toulmin, how advan- 


tageous unanimity would be; whoſe fervent 
wiſh, therefore, I ſhall without heſitation 


freely make my own.—Oh ! that we could 
always, and more eſpecially now, be pre- 
vailed on to join hearts and hands in every 


thing conducive to our general benefit, and 


that each would look not to his own THIN Os, 


but to the things alſo of orHERS, and ſtudy 
and act for the cauſe aT LARGE. 
r 
with all due reſpect, 
* * 8 your obedient 


Thaxted,' Oh Wi humble ſervant, 
. 2d, 775. — — 25 
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